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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 20-50 are presented for examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 20-26, 30, 31 , 40-42, 48 and 49 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Yates et al. (6,330,586) (hereinafter Yates). 

4. As per claim 20, Yates teaches a communications system comprising a plurality 
of client side and server side computing elements, each computing element supported 
by a distributed processing environment whereby distributed software objects in 
different physical parts of the system interact by passing messages via data 
communications links, the communications system including service generic code and 
service specific code, which is distributed between said plurality of computing elements 
during a service session, wherein the service generic code supports a plurality of 
differing types of service during a service session, said service generic code when in 
use comprising: 
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A session manager which performs functions generic to said plurality of differing types 
of service during service sessions (e.g. col. 1 1 , lines 49-55); 
Wherein for each type of said differing types of service, said session manager is 
arranged during a service session in which a plurality of participants participate, to 
generate event messages, each event message indicating at least one discrete change 
which has just occurred in the session-related status of an individual user of the session 
without any historical data, and to transmit said event messages to an event handler for 
processing (e.g. col. 11, lines 38-45). 

5. As per claim 40, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

6. As per claim 41 , it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

7. As per claim 42, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

8. As per claim 48, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

9. As per claim 49, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

1 0. As per claim 21 , Yates teaches the communications system wherein the 
computing elements include: 

A retailer server (e.g. Figure 1 ); 

A plurality of third party servers, each third party server being arranged to have access 
to a data base for the storage and retrieval of service related data (e.g. Figure 1); and a 
plurality of user terminals connected to the retailer server via a data communications 
network (e.g. Figure 1 ). 
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11. As per claim 22, Yates teaches the communications system wherein the third 
party servers are connected remotely to the retailer server via communications links 
(e.g. Figure 11). 

12. As per claim 23, Yates teaches the communications system wherein the third 
party servers are co-located with the retailer server (e.g. Figure 1). 

13. As per claim 24, Yates teaches the communications system wherein the retailer 
server comprises one or more servers interconnected in a network (e.g. Figure 1). 

14. As per claim 25, Yates teaches the communications system wherein at least one 
of said plurality of third party servers comprises a plurality of servers interconnected in a 
network (e.g. Figure 1). 

15. As per claim 26, Yates teaches the communications system wherein at least one 
of the user terminals comprises a mobile communications terminal (e.g. col. 3, lines 24- 
35). 

16. As per claim 30, Yates teaches the communications system wherein said event 
handler comprises a cost data processor for costing a service provided by a third party 
during a service session (e.g. col. 16, lines 28-35). 

17. As per claim 46, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above 

1 8. As per claim 31 , Yates teaches the communications system wherein said event 
handler comprises an event message multiplier for copying said event messages and 
distributing said copied messages to a plurality of event processors (e.g. col. 9, lines 1- 
15). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



19. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 



20. Claims 32-39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by "TINA 
Consortium - Network Resource Architecture Version 3.0 February 10,1997" 
(hereinafter TINA). 

21 . As per claim 32, TINA teaches a session pricing manager apparatus arranged to 
perform a charging algorithm for a service session in a communications network, the 
session pricing manager apparatus being arranged to receive a plurality of event 
messages originating from the service session, the event messages being arranged to 
inform a service session manager of a predetermined set of session-related events, 
each event indicating at least one discrete change in the session related status of an 
individual participant in a session without any historical data, the session pricing 
manager apparatus comprising: 

Means to filter events to discard events which are not, for the service in question, 
determinative of price (e.g. page 7-174, Figure 7-19); and 
Means to copy each filtered event to a plurality of pricing engines to be logically 
combined in accordance with a defined charging algorithm to produce calculated price 
data for each participation in the session to allow a charge to be debited from an 



States. 
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account of a responsible party for the participation (e.g. page 7-138, Figure 7-1 and 
page 7-140, Figure 7-2). 

22. As per claim 35, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

23. As per claim 36, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

24. As per claim 50, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

25. As per claim 33, TINA teaches the session pricing manager apparatus wherein 
the actions, or changes in status, of at least one other participation within the service 
session is taken into account in the operation of the charging algorithm of the 
participation in question (e.g. page 7-140, paragraphs 1-4). 

26. Claim 34 is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

27. As per claim 37, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

28. As per claim 38, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

29. As per claim 39, Tina teaches the apparatus wherein the charges indicated for 
said other participants are dependent only on charges in status of the respective 
participants for which the billing records are produced (e.g. page 7-147, section 7.4.3). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



30. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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31. Claim 27,28,43 and 44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Yates in view of Lynch-Aird (6,240,402). 

32. As per claim 27, Yates does not specifically teach the communications system 
wherein said event handler comprises a pricing data processor for pricing a participant's 
usage of a service during a service session. Lynch-Aird teaches the communications 
system wherein said event handler comprises a pricing data processor for pricing a 
participant's usage of a service during a service session (e.g. col. 1 , lines 23-34). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to combine Yates with Lynch-Aird. The motivation would have been to provide a 
charging mechanism. 

33. As per claim 43, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

34. As per claim 28, Yates does not specifically teach the communications system 
wherein said pricing data processor is arranged to perform service-specific processing 
of said event messages. Lynch-Aird teaches the communications system wherein said 
pricing data processor is arranged to perform service-specific processing of said event 
messages (e.g. col. 2, lines 44-55). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to combine Yates with Lynch-Aird. The 
motivation would have been to provide a charging mechanism. 

35. As per claim 44, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

36. Claims 29 and 45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Yates in view of Ginzboorg et al. (6,047,051 ). 
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37. As per claim 29, Yates does not specifically teach the communications system 
wherein said event handler comprises a service usage monitor for storing and/or 
analyzing usage of said services over statistically significant numbers of service 
sessions. Ginzboorg teaches the communications system wherein said event handler 
comprises a service usage monitor for storing and/or analyzing usage of said services 
over statistically significant numbers of service sessions (e.g. col. 1 , lines 23-35). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to combine Yates with Ginzboorg. The motivation would have been to provide for 
a billing system. 

38. As per claim 45, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

39. Claim 47 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Yates in 
view of TIN A. 

40. As per claim 47, Yates does not specifically teach the event handler apparatus 
wherein the processor means comprises a session pricing manager arranged to operate 
a charging algorithm for a service session in a communications network, the session 
pricing manager being arranged to receive the plurality of event messages originating 
from the service session, the event messages being arranged to inform the service 
session manager of a predetermined set of session-related events, the session pricing 
manager comprising: 

Means to filter received events to discard events which are not, for the service in 
question, determinative of price; 
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Means to copy each filtered event to a plurality of pricing engines to be logically 
combined in accordance with a defined charging algorithm to produce calculated price 
data for each participation in the session to allow a charge to be debited from an 
account of a responsible party for the participation, wherein the actions, or changes in 
status, of at least one other participation within the service session is taken into account 
in the operation of the charging algorithm of the participation in question. 
41 . Tina teaches the event handler apparatus wherein the processor means 
comprises a session pricing manager arranged to operate a charging algorithm for a 
service session in a communications network, the session pricing manager being 
arranged to receive the plurality of event messages originating from the service session, 
the event messages being arranged to inform the service session manager of a 
predetermined set of session-related events, the session pricing manager comprising: 
Means to filter received events to discard events which are not, for the service in 
question, determinative of price (e.g. page 7-174, Figure 7-19); 
Means to copy each filtered event to a plurality of pricing engines to be logically 
combined in accordance with a defined charging algorithm to produce calculated price 
data for each participation in the session to allow a charge to be debited from an 
account of a responsible party for the participation, wherein the actions, or changes in 
status, of at least one other participation within the service session is taken into account 
in the operation of the charging algorithm of the participation in question (e.g. page 7- 
138, Figure 7-1 and page 7-140, Figure 7-2). It would have been obvious to one of 
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ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine Yates with TINA. 
The motivation would have been to provide for message filtering and pricing. 

Conclusion 

42. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Farhood Moslehi whose telephone number is 703-305- 
8646. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Follansbee can be reached on 703-305-8498. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




